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The Progress of Extract Method of Kiwifruit Genomic DNA

YUAN Yurrxiang, WANG Zhi-ping

(Department of Environment and Life Sciences, Weinan Teachers University, Weinan,Shaanxi 714000)

Abstract; The extract method of kiwifruit genomic DNA were summarized in this pepper. The results showed that the

dried leaves was an ideal material, it was easy to be preserved, and could get the DNA with high quality. There were
two extraction methods, SDS and CTAB. The method of SDS could separate DNA and protein better, but the method of

CTAB could separate DNA and sugar and other impurities better. There were also some improvements in the extraction

of genomic DNA, the methods were all useful. We could select according to different conditions in different ways.
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